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Srtract  from  interrogation  of  Hideki  To  jo 

19  February  1946.  Case  File  ^20,  Serial  /f73.  PP-  1-2,  4-5,  6-7,  8,  11. 

(PP  1-2) 

You  stated  at  the  last  interrogation  that  Japan  felt  that,  by 
her  final  note  breaking  off  diplomatic:  relations,  she  acquired 
freedom  of  action  from  the  standpoint  of  international  treaties. 
Did  she  acquire  the  same  freedom  from  the  standpoint  of 
international  law? 

"A  I  think  so. 

Prior  to  making  the  attacks  on  the  united  States  and  Great  Britain, 
this  whole  matter  of  the  responsibility  under  treaties  and  under 
international  law  had  been  considered  by  you  and  the  oabinet? 

•A  Of  course  they  were.  It  is  important  to  remember  that  this  matter 
was  the  grave  responsibility  of  the  Foreign  Ministry. 

•ft  *iat  did  the  Foreign  Ministry  report  to  the  cabinet  on  the  matters 
of  treaties  and  international  law  prior  to  the  cabinet  its 

decision? 

•A  The  Foreign  Minister  reported  only  the  gist  of  it  to  the  oabinet. 
flhat  was  done  afterwards  was  the  sole  responsibility  of  the  Foreign 
Minister.  r 

•ft  And  the  gist  of  what  was  reported  by  the  Foreign  Minister  to  the 
cabinet  was  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  treaties  or  international 
law  that  prevented  the  attacks  on  the  united  States  «nd  Great 
Britain  after  the  last  note  had  been  dilivered? 

•A  The  whole  cabinet  attended  the  Imperial  Conference  on  the  1st  or 
2nd  which  made  the  decision  for  war.  Hence,  the  whole  cabinet 
knew,  generally  speaking,  that  that  decision  had  been  nade,  since 
everyone  attended,  but  the  problem  of  how  the  final  note  was  to  be 
dispatohed  was  a  technical  question  which  was  handled  by  the 
Foreign  Minister, 

•ft  Who  informed  you  and  the  cabinet  that  there  was  nothing  in  any 

treaty  or  in  international  law  that  would  preclude  the  attack  being 
made  on  the  united  States  and  Great  Britain? 

•A  It  was  the  result  of  my  research.  Ve  had  been  challenged  and  were 
acting  in  self-defense.  Therefore,  I  thought  that  we  were  not 
impeded  from  the  standpoint  of  international  law  or  treaties. 
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Did  the  cabinet  agree  with  you? 

•A  Yea#  They  all  agreed. 

."<1  Did  the  Foreign  Ministry  agree? 

aA  •  Yes.  They  also  studied  the  question  and  agreed. 

a<i  Tie  will  read  all  that  back  to  you  to  make  sure  there  is  no 
mistake  as  to  the  questions  and  your  answers. 

aA  /This  was  done  and  the  witness  agreed  as  to  its  correctness./ 

*4  When  did  you  begin  to  study  these  matters? 

•A  From  the  time  that  the  problem  arose 

***** 
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•ft  At  this  last  Liaison  Conference  preceding  the  Imperial 

conference  cf  December  1st  or  2nd.  you  expressed  the  same  Tiews 
on  international  laws  and  treaties  which  you  arrived  at  as  a 
result  of  your  studies? 

•A  Tes. 

•ft  So  that  when  the  Liaison  Conference  arrived  at  a  final  decision 
to  attack  America  and  Great  Britain,  they  had  aooepted  your  views 
on  these  matters? 

•A  Yes.  of  course  they  had. 

•ft  ttxo,  in  addition  to  yourself,  spoke  at  that  oonferenoe,  expressing 
similar  views  in  regard  to  international  laws  *nA  treaties? 

•A  The  Foreign  Minister  spoke  on  this  point  since  he  was  the  one 
chiefly  responsible,  and  my  researches  resulted  in  my  agreement 
with  his  views.  There  was  no  question  raised  by  any  other  member 
present  since  the  responsible  officials  had  nmde  that  decision. 

•ft  prior  to  the  attacks  on  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States, 
why  was  not  a  declaration  of  war  made  to  either? 

•A  Vs  thought  that  when  the  final  note,  implying  a  rupture  in 
diplomatic  relations,  was  delivered,  that  treaty  procedure 
was  finished  and  that  we  acquired  freedom,  of  action.  Especially 
on  the  assumption  of  acting  in  self  -defense  ini  response  to  the 
challenge  from  the  Anglo-American  side,  we  thought  that  it  was 
particularly  appropriate.* 


♦  *  * 
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How  long  before  the  actual  attack  was  the  note  to  be  delivered? 


•A  There  were  various  opinions  advanced  and  argued  about  between 
the  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the  Foreign  Minister. 

There  was  one  idea  that  the  delivery  of  the  note  should  precede 
the  attack  by  an  hour  and  a  half;  another,  that  it  should  precede 
it  by  an  hour,  another,  by  thirty  minutes,  and  so  forth.  I  do 
not  clearly  remember  what  was  the  final  decision. 

•ft  But  all  views  were  to  the  effect  that  the  hour  set  for  the  time 
of  the  delivery  of  the  note  was  to  be  one  that  would  not 
interfere  with  the  success  of  the  surprise  attack  on  Pearl 
Harbor? 

"A  It  should  not  interfere  with  the  suocess  of  the  surprise  attack, 
but  also,  from  the  Foreign  Minister's  point  of  view,  the  note  had 
to  be  delivered  before  the  attack. 

"ft  But  the  primary  matter  was  to  have  the  attack  a  successful  one, 
was  it  not? 

•A  Since  it  was  a  matter  of  war,  the  success  of  the  surprise  attack 
was  very  Important  „  but  also  the  diplomatic  procedures  were  of 
great  importance.  It  was  not  a  question  of  which  was  most 
important  -  they  were  both  extremely  important .  Especially 
since  the  Ernperor  had  cautioned  us  in  regard  to  it,  the  latter 
point  was  important . 

•Cl  If  the  diplomatic  procedure  was  so  important  and  the  Enperor 

had  specifically  cautioned  you  about  it,  why  was  it  not  arranged 
so  that  more  notice  would  be  given  to  the  United  States? 

•A  From  the  standpoint  of  strategy,  since  it  was  war,  the  necessity 
for  victory  had  to  be  considered  also,  and  the  possibility  of 
victory  was  intimately  related  to  the  question  of  time.  I  was 
extremely  anxious  as  to  the  success  of  this  surprise  attack. 

That  also  was  a  grave  matter, 

•ft  We  will  read  the  answers  back  to  you  so  there  will  be  no 
misunderstandings . 

•A  /This  was  done  and  the  witness  agreed  that  they  were  correct/. * 
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•ft  Do  you  not  agree  that  the  attack  made  under  such  circumstances 
was  nothing  but  murder  **nd  not  warfare? 

•A  No.  I  don't  agree.  I  think  it  was  legal  defense  in  the  face  of 
challenge. 

•ft  Do  you,  as  a  Japanese,  feel  proud  of  the  fact  that  several 

thousand  Americans  were  killed  at  Pearl  Harbor  in  this  nanner? 

"A  No,  I  am  not  proud  of  it. 

•/Session  adjourned  at  12»25  for  luncheon/ 


"/3ession  resumed  at  1345  hours/ 


A  I  should  like  to  make  a  supplementary  explanation  of  my  answer 
to  the  last  question  as  to  whether  1  was  proud  that  several 

thousands  of  Americans  were  casualties  as  a  result  of  the  attack 
on  pearl  Harbor. 


*1  sympathiae  with  those  who  died,  but  Japan  had  been  challenged 
and  so  she  took  justifiable  self-defense.  ^ 

The  English  and  American  Governments  had  menaced  Japan  militarily 
and  economically  and  they  should  have  had  a  suitable  attitude 
of  readiness.  Furthermore,  the  attack  was  against  military 
objectives.*  * 


*  *  *  *  * 
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you  and  the  cabinet  intended  four  surprise  attacks  to  be 
executed  at  the  same  time  against  possessions  of  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain? 

•A  The  cabinet  did  not  know.  I  knew,  in  my  capacity  as  tar 
Minister. 

%  The  cabinet  did  know  that  America  and  Great  Britain  were  going 
to  be  attacked  without  warning? 

•A  No.  At  that  time  they  and  I  thought  that  Ambassador  NOMURA 
would  have  delivered  the  note  before  the  attack. 

•(I  How  notice  did  you  and  the  cabinet  believe  that  either  the 
United  States  or  Grdat  Britain  was  going  to  get  in  this 
connection? 

•A  As  I  explained  before,  there  were  various  theories  aa  to  the 
amount  of  tima  -  an  hour  and  a  half,  one  hour,  thirty  minutes. 
I  thought  that  there  would  be  at  least  thirty  minutes." 
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